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WE MUST TRUST THE GOVERNMENT 

It is true that our Government knows things which 
the rest of us do not know. This statement, we find, 
meets with surprise from some quarters and resentment 
from others. We are asked, Why doesn't the Govern- 
ment tell us ? 

We employ 50,000 persons to run the Government 
for us. Many of these persons are specialists of a high 
order. The details of the Government are various and 
countless. The thousands of letters pouring into the 
Government daily have to be answered. To answer 
these letters often requires highly specialized knowledge. 
Manifestly the State Department cannot advertise each 
morning for suggestions relative to each item of busi- 
ness coming before it.- The Government is not a New 
England town meeting. 

It ought not to be necessary to prove that the Gov- 
ernment is in possession of many facts inaccessible to 
any large number of the rest of us. Since this is so, it 
is the part of good sense to be restrained in our judg- 
ments upon current events. 

The Government is interested in our views, and tries 
as best it can to be influenced by them. In any event, 
they are our representatives employed to attend to the 
job of running the Government. Almost any criticism 
which we might make against a particular decision of 
the Government might, because of one fact possessed by 
the Government, be shown to be unwarranted, if not 
ridiculous. 

We have principles arid views a-plenty. We should 
advertise these principles and these views as widely as 
possible. We may communicate them to our representa- 
tives, and should. But the decision rests with the Gov- 
ernment, and when that decision is made it is our duty 
to abide by it, at least until such time as in the ordinary 
methods of a democracy we can prevail upon the major- 
ity to establish a change. 

We pacifists, especially in our ungoverned world, have 
as much right to discuss the question of convoying 
ships, arming merchant vessels, and the like, as any 
other group of citizens, and no more. These are de- 
tails upon which the Government must decide. In our 
sad condition of international anarchy there is a plain 
duty for every American citizen, and that is to abide by 
the decisions of the American Government. 



WHAT WE MEAN BY "STANDING BY 
THE PRESIDENT" 

'T'his war shakes our nation in spite of itself. Pas- 
sions and resentments inevitably arise. Commer- 
cially, politically, morally, spiritually, we are aroused at 
the wrongs of war. We have no thirst for conquest, but 
we do crave a participation in the building of an inter- 



national order that shall eliminate the "trial by battle." 
And this is not the craving of an impractical group, but 
the voice of practical politics. We say we purpose to 
stand by. our government. By this we mean that we 
shall do all in our power to hold up the hands of the 
President of the United States as he strives to build into 
the fabric of nations these principles enunciated by him 
in his inaugural address : 

"These, therefore, are the things we shall stand for, 
whether in war or in peace: 

"That all nations are equally interested in the peace 
of the world and in the political stability of free peoples, 
and equally responsible for their maintenance; 

"That the essential principle of peace is the actual 
equality of nations in all matters of right or privilege; 

"That peace cannot securely or justly rest upon an 
armed balance of power; 

"That governments derive all their just powers from 
the consent of the governed and that no other powers 
should be supported by the common thought, purpose, 
or power of the family of nations; 

"That the seas should be equally free and safe for the 
use of all peoples, under rules set up by common agree- 
ment and consent, and that, so far as practicable, they 
should be accessible to all upon equal terms; 

"Thai national armaments should be limited to the 
necessities of national order and domestic safety; 

"That the community of interest and of power upon 
which peace must henceforth depend imposes upon each 
nation the duty of seeing to it that all influences pro- 
ceeding from its own citizens meant to encourage or 
assist revolution in other states should be sternly and 
effectually suppressed and prevented." 



WHERE PEACE -WORKERS STAND 

The Questionnaire recently submitted by the con- 
tinuation committee of the Peace Workers' Con- 
ference, to which eighty-one responses were received 
from representatives of practically all of the large peace 
societies, brings out features of prime interest to those 
of us who are working for a greater unity between these 
organizations. On page 115 will be found a summary 
of the returns received. 

It will be noted that of the first ten questions sub- 
mitted, which bore special reference to the bases on 
which unity could be secured, all but one of them were 
answered in the affirmative by an overwhelming vote. 
The one which received considerably less than a major- 
ity vote in its favor asks whether there shall be "con- 
certed military pressure to penalize a signatory that 
goes to war before submitting its case to an interna- 
tional tribunal or council of conciliation." Of the votes 
cast, yes or no, the majority favored this, but this ma- 
jority is but thirty-nine out of a total of eighty-one pos- 
sible votes. The vote against this proposal considered 
as a part of a minimum program for a durable peace is 
fifty-four' to twenty-nine, and is the only proposal of the 



